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with the Toronto Globe and Mail, he said
that that press freedom excludes the
‘‘hooliganism’’ or ‘‘uncivilized’’ reporting he
has to deal with in Moscow. By that he
means criticism, especially of his conduct of
the war in Chechnya, his belated response to
the sinking of the Kursk, and the heavy-
handed way in which he has pushed aside
candidates for governor in regional elections
if they are not to Putin’s liking.

He does not take well to criticism. When
asked by the relatives of those lost in the
Kursk why he seemed so unresponsive, Putin
tried to shift the blame for the disaster onto
the media barons, or at least those who had
criticized him. They were the ones, he in-
sisted, who had pressed for reduced funding
for the Navy while they were building villas
in Spain and France. As for their criticism of
his behavior, They lie! They lie! They lie!

Our Western press has provided good cov-
erage of the dogged way Putin and his aides
have tried to muscle Gusinsky out of the
Media Most press conglomerate he created.
But those on the Putin enemies list now in-
clude even Boris Berezovsky, originally one
of Putin’s most enthusiastic promoters who
after the sinking of the Kursk also became a
critic and thus an opponent.

Gusinsky would have a hard time winning
a merit badge for trustworthiness
(Berezovsky shouldn’t even apply), but in the
late Yeltsin and Putin years, Gusinsky has
earned enormous credit for his consistently
objective news coverage, including a spot-
light on malfeasance at the very top. More
than that, he has supported his programmers
when they have subjected Yeltsin and now
Putin to bitter satire on Kukly, his Sunday
evening prime-time puppet show.

What we hear less of, though, is what is
happening to individual reporters, especially
those engaged in investigative work. Almost
monthly now there are cases of violence and
intimidation. Among those brutalized since
Putin assumed power are a reporter for
Radio Liberty who dared to write negative
reports about the Russian Army’s role in
Chechnia and four reporters for Novaya
Gazeta. Two of them were investigating mis-
deeds by the FSB (today’s equivalent of the
KGB), including the possibility that it rather
than Chechins had blown up a series of
apartment buildings. Another was pursuing
reports of money-laundering by Yeltsin fam-
ily members and senior staff in Switzerland.
Although these journalists were very much
in the public eye, they were all physically
assaulted.

Those working for provincial papers labor
under even more pressure with less visi-
bility. There are numerous instances where
regional bosses such as the governor of Vlad-
ivostok operate as little dictators, and as a
growing number of journalists have discov-
ered, challenges are met with threats, phys-
ical intimidation, and, if need be, murder.

True, freedom of the press in Russia is still
less than 15 years old, and not all the coun-
try’s journalists or their bosses have always
used that freedom responsibly. During the
1996 election campaign, for example, the
media owners, including Gusinsky conspired
to denigrate or ignore every viable candidate
other than Yeltsin. But attempts to muffle if
not silence criticism have multiplied since
Putin and his fellow KGB veterans have
come to power. Criticism from any source, be
it an individual journalist or a corporate en-
tity, invites retaliation.

When Media Most persisted in its criti-
cism, Putin sat by approvingly as his subor-
dinates sent in masked and armed tax police
and prosecutors. When that didn’t work,
they jailed Gusinsky on charges that were
later dropped, although they are seeking to
extradite and jail him again, along with his
treasurer, on a new set of charges. Yesterday

the prosecutor general summoned Tatyana
Mitkova, the anchor of NTV’s evening news
program, for questioning. Putin’s aides are
also doing all they can to prevent Gusinsky
from refinancing his debt-ridden operation
with Ted Turner or anyone else in or outside
of the country.

According to one report, Putin told one of-
ficial, you deal with the shares, debts, and
management and I will deal with the jour-
nalists. His goal simply is to end inde-
pendent TV coverage in Russia.

An uninhibited press in itself is no guar-
antee that a society will remain a democ-
racy, but when it becomes inhibited, the
chances that there will be such freedom all
but disappear.

When Western leaders meet Putin, they
must insist that a warm handshake and skill
at karate are not enough for Russia and
Putin to qualify as a democratic member of
the Big 8. To do that, Russia must have free-
dom of the press—a freedom determined by
deeds, not mere declarations.
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Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to recognize and honor the life of a great
American, Mr. Kenneth W. Monfort of Greeley,
Colorado. A cattleman, philanthropist, commu-
nity leader, humanitarian, devoted father and
husband, Mr. Monfort exemplified the Amer-
ican dream and the great western spirit. Sadly,
Kenny Monfort passed away on Friday, Feb-
ruary 2, 2001.

Mr. Monfort had a long and distinguished
career in the cattle industry in which he pio-
neered many new processes and innovations.
His first measure of success came at the age
of 12, winning the prize of Grand Champion
Steer at the National Western Stock Show.
From there he used hard work, intelligence
and perseverance to turn the family’s 18 head
of cattle into the largest stockyard operation in
the world.

From the prosperity in his business, Mr.
Monfort used his wealth to enrich the lives of
all around him. During his childhood in the
Great Depression, Kenny Monfort learned the
value of giving back to the community, and in
turn, has passed this lesson on to his four
children. Through the Monfort Family Founda-
tion and individual contributions totaling over
$33 million have been donated to a wide vari-
ety of organizations in the Monfort name.

Today Greeley, Colorado is a much better
place for having had Kenny Monfort as a na-
tive son. One merely has to look around at the
many landmarks bearing the Monfort name to
see the impact his generosity has had. To the
north one can see the Monfort Children’s Clin-
ic treating the children of low-income parents.
To the west is Monfort Elementary where
every student is taught to be a steward of the
community. To the east is the Monfort School
of Business at the University of Northern Colo-
rado educating the future business leaders of
tomorrow. To the south, new-born babies are
brought into the world in the safety of the
Monfort Birthing Center.

Despite his tremendous success in all he
did, Mr. Monfort will always be remembered

as a modest, humble man whose legacy
serves as a role model to those who knew him
and whose lives he touched. I ask the House
to join me in commemorating the remarkable
Mr. Kenneth W. Monfort of Colorado.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to in-
troduce H.R. 491, the Filipino Veterans Equity
Act of 2001. I urge my colleagues to join me
in supporting this worthy legislation.

On July 26, 1941, President Roosevelt
issued a military order, pursuant to the Phil-
ippines Independence Act of 1934, calling
members of the Philippine Commonwealth
Army into the service of the United States
Forces of the Far East, under the command of
Lt. Gen. Douglas MacArthur.

For almost 4 years, over 100,000 Filipinos,
of the Philippine Commonwealth Army fought
alongside the allies to reclaim the Philippine
Islands from Japan. Regrettably, in return,
Congress enacted the Rescission Act of 1946.
That measure limited veterans eligibility for
service-connected disabilities and death com-
pensation and also denied the members of the
Philippine Commonwealth Army the honor of
being recognized as veterans of the United
States Armed Forces.

A second group, the Special Philippine
Scouts called ‘‘New Scouts’’ who enlisted the
United States armed forces after October 6,
1945, primarily to perform occupation duty in
the Pacific, were similarly excluded from bene-
fits.

It is long past due to correct this injustice
and to provide the members of the Philippine
Commonwealth Army and the Special Phil-
ippine Scouts with the benefits and the serv-
ices that they valiantly earned during their
service in World War II.

There are some who may object to this leg-
islation on the grounds of its cost. In years
past, when we were running chronic deficits,
this may have been a valid argument. That
past validity however, has been dispelled by
today’s record surpluses.

While progress has been made towards re-
storing these long overdue benefits to those
brave veterans who earned them, much re-
mains to be done. I would remind my col-
leagues that time is not on the side of these
veterans. Each year, thousands of these vet-
erans pass away. We have a moral obligation
to correct this problem before the last of these
dedicated soldiers passes from this life.

These Philippine veterans have waited more
than 50 years for the benefits which, by virtue
of their military service, they were entitled to
back in 1946.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to care-
fully review this legislation that corrects this
grave injustice and provides veterans benefits
to members of the Philippine Commonwealth
Army and to the members of the Special Phil-
ippine Scouts.
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